I was President in 1968, the year during which the Association for Machine Translation and Computational Linguistics became the Association for Computational
Linguistics. Names always create controversy, and the founding name, selected in 1962, was chosen in competition with others, not the least of which was the one that subsequently replaced it.
In fact, a change of name to the Association for Computational Linguistics was actually approved in 1963, at what has been described as an "unofficial meeting." However, that action was subsequently ruled out of order, since it did not result from a constitutional amendment.
Five years later, proper procedure having been followed, the change was made officially.
The organizational impetus for the establishment of the Association did came primarily from a group of people who had been working on machine translation.
However, as in most scientific societies, there has always been--and probably always will be--a tension between research and applicatlons.
The primary motivation for the name change in 1968 was the recognition, shared but by no means universal, that we needed to address more basic issues first. And I only regretted that at that time there were no aggregate groups for education, and communications to round out the picture. This "message" was the substance of my Presidential address.
I tried to leaven it with a little humor to make it more palatable, but I remember the banquet which preceded it (prepared by the University of lllinois 1111ni Union) as the most horrible meal the ACL has ever had to confront.
I am sure that the failure of the members attendant to rally to my cause and carry my message to the multitudes (or even to Garcia) was due in no small measure to the poor quality of the food.
But let me return briefly to name changes and to the tension between research and applications. During our discussions about the forthcoming Conference on Applied Natural Language Processing, which the ACL will be cosponsoring with the Naval Research Laboratory, 1-3 February 1983, in Santa Monlca, we considered calling it "Conference on Applied Computational Linguistics." However, it became clear that we could not expect to have as broadly based a meeting as we wanted with that name.
It is important now to reach out to the larger community. Once we have them listening to us, it will be all right for them to find out that they have been "practicing computational linguistics all their (professional) lives!" Fascinated as I am about the applicability of computational linguistics for its own sake, what I find most exciting is the value that the use of our systems will have for deepening our insights into the basic research issues that still face us.
I believe that studying people "organizing and using information" on the kinds of systems we are now beginning to develop can revolutlonlze our understanding of what we do and do not know about computational linguistics, as well as guide the improvement of our systems more effectively (Walker, 1971 (Walker, , 1972 
